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us a r .am., 

A tiave just reread your axe 6 tlent 11/25/66 .nemo on Kenyan! < s 
stS tenant you date at 11/25 (which 1 think i ■> that of pufcliaatf^nwtSer then 
issue;. I nov; notice in it whan 1 did not recall from tae original reed inf, 't 
ti'.oi time X was rather more intirostcd in fas sviuonoa chat it nod, in iors-o part, 
f® en 1:13 '' ire a by the^ contents ex’ mil, wuicu was not yet printed, especially 
•'Lose tarts neve r published or used in appesrsneas. 

-ue sam has nick in <*us tia was on tm left side, that is not consis- 
t-rns wita it da vi as been caused by a projectile that cut both inside edges of the 
vOj.-i.ax , xOx such a projectile should nave nit cue tia close to tae middle, xt is, 
ho’Ae/sr, ^cc ixsistent with a right-handed surgeon working fro. the head of the p.-tient 
ix y v auu to tnis the absence of traces of natal (cooer) uni the absence og 
mention of these traces fro the FBI sundry ear supplemental reports, I think scree 
of uo-iTsr's strange language assumes significon.ee: he wer trying to keep the i'HE 
in .x x clear, .ciowing t.iaie ivaa a face explanu tiou» hot inconsistent with this is 
..hat you properly describe as the ’unusually careful testimony" by crazier, it is 
not the normal course of events for hi" to have been ski":, the* kinds of studies 
he wen asking without awtix-cneas of the medical reports, ~n fact, it is certain that, 
sit i the recora of the fc da, he we a intent upon making nia work as consistent 
?;itn that as no cculc ge t sway with. It also is possible to give this "careful" 
testimony another arm fingsra-ei-ossed-whoa-ut o area explanation, ./hat ,;e actually 
sun is not tat he ha an* t seen the autopsy report but "1 sr. not a were of the 
au o.. .x j- informa cion as vo ’Su. gsth of ere bullae t s_rruoi tuc body”, ~ie could 
n&Yd spent hours studying that-v ©port and still he vs sold this- for there is no 
"'autopsy informs ti on" on the "path-’ of tue bullet, fast ns tlx, ns fro/, the time 
Ox »;xu'xii.-.m.-E bos remained une an llenged ana now Finek has confirmed, was never 
traced. As I prove in .T'OST - IfOrTdM, they knew they hadn't traced it' (Specter "memo 
on doctors interview) but had projected it. In the light r.f this, the ’original 
opinion in these reports and cited by the S5 agents is worth recalling. 

Remember, also, that at the tine these FBI reports of various 
fharacters were preparea Hoover fully expected they would never be made public. 

Dia ne not write you to that effect'* Therefore, he ted vo Icee r himself and bis 
agency in the clear in -private, not. public. 


Frazier’s testimony on the "character" <y, 
consistent with that, he pave, limited «s if was, on th; 


r the front holes is no- 


You night want to note on your files* copy (page 2, par. 1, that as 
pubrisnsQ -2.055 also had the lest S frames eliminated i-nci as in the Archives, as 
of 5/16/59 one with iiiil and i! *o rmsn i:i it still is placed after 212 and as 
published 283 is repeated twice -.vheraae there is no 284. 

If you can spare vs two more copies ex' this. I’d like to file tue/a 
as a reminder, it would nolp when i. get taem, for 1 forget so much now, if you 
could underline Hoover in cue and Frazier in tue other, in red. 

I have tae published copies of his statement and u mineoersphed copy thal 
1 had marked up. hen 1 decided to include ir> i*f I wrots snd phoned for a v.imec cony, 
without response. I got the copy A have from a r- nor ter, not tr.e FBI. 


sincerely. 



